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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
09/806,676 



Applicant(s) 



Fel 



Examiner 



Charles Cooley 



Art Unit 

1723 




TshorS'ed STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY ,S SET TO EXPIRE MONTH(S) FROM 

— — «— — 

mailing date of this communication. ... j _ vvithin the statutory minimum of thirty 130) day* w '" D9 considered timely. 

. If ,he period fo, reply specif^ above is less than thirty [ ™\ d **^!"*~Zl«i\\ expire SIX (61 MONTHS from the mailing data of this communication. 
„ NO period for reph, to speeded above, the m«n»n t ^J^^££LL t. become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. 5 1331. 
Failure to rep* wrthin the set o, extended period fo, ^^^^^^^^ even * .Had. may reduce any 

Any reply received by the Office later tnan in.ee i.,or....o ...... „ - 

aarned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 



1). 
2a). 
3)'. 



Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

This action is FINAL. 2b) » This action is non-final. 



Since this application is in condition for allowance except for term* matters ^on as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.fa. 
Disposition of Claims jn ^ app|jcation 

4)X : Claim(s) 1-9 . ' " 



4a) Of the above, claim(s) 

5) ;.. Claim(s) 

6) Claim(s) 

7) . Claim(s) 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



8i X Claims 1-9 



are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

9) The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 



The drawing(s) filed on 



is/are a) □ accepted or b)U objected to by the Examiner. 



11] 



Applicant may not request that any objection to the draw,ng(s. be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Applicant may approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner 

The proposed drawing correction filed on '*>• <" w 



If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) ,X Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a) (d) or (f). 

a; All b) Some* c)X None of: 

1 certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 - Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3 * Copies of the certified copies of the priority document i have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.^(a)). 

'See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

1 4) Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C 9(e). 
a, The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received 

15 ) Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. SS 120 and/or 121. 



Attachment(s) 

1] X Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) : Not.ce of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review tPTO-948) 

3) ■ lnformat.cn Disclosure Statements) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 



4) !_ j Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) i J Other: 



S Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 
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OFFICE ACTION 

- ™ ^inn has been assigned to Technology Center 1700, Art Unit 1723 

| I 1 MO C^f"~— ..- 

and the following will apply for this application: 

P „ m hpr for mi- ir rH"ti~n t" " nit 1723 - 

b. Telephone inquiries regarding this application should be directed to the 
Technology Center 1700 receptionist a, -(703, 308-0651 or to the Examiner a, .(703, 
308-01 12 Official facsimile correspondence filed before a final office ac„on shou,d be 
transmitted ,o .(703, 872-9310. Official facsimile correspondence which responds to a 
final office acton shou.d be transmitted to .(703) 872-931 1 At. P os ( -a,,o W ance papers 
(e g ., information Disclosure Statements, Rule 312 Amendments, petitions, etc., shouid 
be mailed to Box Issue Fee or submitted via facsimile to .(703) 308-5864. 

c. inquiries regard.ng application status, matching responses with applications, 
patent term questions, locating and retrieval of applications, incomplete office actions, 
quests for copies o, office actions and/or references, requests to remai, office 
actions, small/large entity status, or other administrative inquiries shouid be directed to 
the Technology Center 1700 Customer Service Center a, .(703) 306-5665 
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Election of Species 

2. This application contains claims directed to more than one species of the 
generic invention. These species are deemed to lack unity of invent.on because they 
are not so linked as to form a single general invent.ve concept under PCT Rule 1 3. 1 

3. The species of the imbalance compensators are as follows: 
Species A: Figure 2; 

Species B: Figure 3; 
Species C: Figure 4; 
Species D: Figure 5; 
and Species E: Figures 6-7 

4. The sub-species of the particular positioning of the imbalance compensators 
with respect to the centrifuge (as depicted in Figure 1) are as follows: 

Sub-Species A: The imbalance compensator in position I; 

Sub-Species B: The imbalance compensator in position II; 

Sub-Species C: The imbalance compensator in position III; 

Sub-Species D: The imbalance compensator in position IV; 

Sub-Species E: The imbalance compensator in position V; 

and Sub-Species F: The imbalance compensator in position VI. 
5. Applicant is required, in reply to this action, to elect a single species and a 
s.ngle sub-species to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is finally 
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held to be allowable. The reply must also identify the claims readable on the elected 
species and sub-species, inciuding any claims subsequently added. An argument that 
a claim is allowable or that all claims are generic is considered non-responsive unless 

accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or o.henvise include 
all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims 
are added after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the 
elected species. MPEP § 809.02(a). 

6 The claims are deemed to correspond to the species listed above in the 

following manner: 

Claim 1 is considered generic to all of the species and sub-species. 
Claim 2 is considered generic to all of the species yet restricted to sub-species A 
where the imbalance compensator is in position I. 

Claim 3 is considered drawn to a non-depicted embodiment since there appears 
to be no imbalance compensator shown on the inner surface of the shaft. 

Claim 4 is considered generic to species A-D and generic to sub-species A-F. 
Claim 5 is considered restricted to species C and generic to sub-species A-F. 
Claim 6 is considered restricted to species B-D and generic to sub-species A-F. 
Claim 7 is considered generic to all of the species and sub-species. 



Application/Control Number: 09/806,676 
Art Unit: 1723 



Page 5 



Claim 8 is considered generic to species A-D and generic to sub-species A-F. 
Claim 9 is considered restricted to species E and generic to sub-species A-F. 

7. The following claim(s) are generic: Claims 1 and 7 as noted above. 

8. The species listed above do not relate to a single general inventive concept 
under PCT Rule 13.1 because, under PCT Rule 13.2, the species lack the same or 
corresponding special technical features for the following reasons: 

_. . i. . :i i *«^ur,;^ P i fpoti iro hohwppn the species is the elastic 

l ne oniy commoniy ibuicu ic^i ■■ n^di - ■ — — 

ring which is not considered a special technical feature that defines a contribution 
which each of the claimed inventions makes over the prior art as required by PCT Rule 
13.2 (as evidenced by the prior art cited in the search report and the prior art attached 
to this office action - see below). Therefore, there exists no common special technical 
feature between the species which are linked as to form a single general inventive 
concept as required by PCT Rule 13.1. Since the independent claim 1 does not avoid 
the prior art and it has been shown that an inventive link between the claims depending 
upon claim 1 which are drawn to different species and sub-species does not exist, a 
lack of unity a posteriori is present (see Administrative Instructions Under the PCT, 
Annex B, Unity of Invention, Part 1 , sections (a) - (c)). 

The only commonly recited technical feature between the sub-species is the 
broadly recited imbalance compensator which is not considered a special technical 
feature that defines a contribution which each of the claimed inventions makes over the 
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prior art as required by PCT Rule 13.2 (e 

attached to this office action - see below). Therefore, 



13.2 (as evidenced by the prior art cited in the 

search report and the prior art 

as to form a single genera, inventive concept as required by PCT Rule 13.1. 

this requirement will include the election of 

one of Species A-E (one er 
of one of Sub-Species A-F (one particular positioning of the imbalance co mP ensa«or 
selected from positions I - V, seen in Figure 1 of the instant application,. 
10 Ap P „can, is advised that fhe response to this requirement to be compiefe mus 
,nc,ude an election o, the invention to be examined even though the requirement be 
traversed (37 CFR 1.143). 



9 Accordingly, a proper response to 

3mb odiment of the imbalance compensator) and the election 



Conclusion 

, , The cited prior art to at leas, Bengtsson e, a,, provides further evidence tha, the 

feature tha, defines a contribution which each of the Calmed .nventions maKes over the 
pr ,or art as required by PCT Rule 1 3.2 as the paten, to Bengtsson e, a,, anticipates a, 
,eas» .dependent Cairn 1 and dependent Cairns 2 and 7 by teaching the Caimed 
,mba,ance compensator (see Figures 1 . 2, and 4 and col. 4, lines 17-45) 
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1 2 Anv inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examinershoSe directed to Examiner Charles Cooley whose telephone number ,s 



s (703) 308-0112. 



1 3 Anv inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
oe directed tc ^Technology Center 1700 receptionist whose telephone number .s . 



(703) 308-0651. 




Dated 7 November 2002 Charles Cooley 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1723 
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